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Abstract

The paper describes morphology of erems, laboratory germination capacity and germination
rate of the of Hyssopus officinalis plants grown under conditions of Zhytomyr Polissya.
The research revealed insignificant differences between investigated hyssop varieties with
respect to external structure, color, mass, and biometric indices of their erems. The mean
mass index of 1000 erems for H. officialis ‘Markiz’ was 1.09 g, for Atlant’ — 1.13 g, and for
‘Vodograj’ — 1.10 g. The length of erems was slightly higher (2.91 + 0.06 mm) in Atlant, while
the width and thickness of erems (1.09 + 0.05 and 0.84 + 0.03 mm respectively) were highest
in ‘Vodograj. Laboratory germination capacity of H. officialis erems showed tendency to
decrease during a storage period of 5 years, however the germination rate was stable for the
first 4 years. ‘Vodograj demonstrated the highest germination rate (84 %) and germination
capacity (98.5%) in general.

Keywords: Hyssopus officinalis, biological features,
germination rate
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BeTtyn

Ticon aikapcokmit (Hyssopus officinalis L.) —
niHHa GaraTopiuHa edipooaifiHa, apoMmarHyHa
i AlkapcbKa pOCAMHA, OaTbKIBIIMHA  SIKOI
CepeasemHOMOp’s 1 3axigHa  €Bporma.
B VYkpaini sycrpivaernca y Kpumy, B3pa0BX
BEPXHbOI 1 cepeaHbOI Tedii AHIIpa, Ha KPyTHX

CTeIIOBUX CXMAAX, BUXOAAX MAaTEPUKOBUX ITOPIA
Aonenpkoi obaacri (Rabotiagov et al. 2003;
Boyko et al. 2012; Kotyuk 2016). ¥V aanuit
9ac CHUPOBMHHI peCypcHM BHAY HEAOCTATHI
AAS BEAEHHS IIPOMHCAOBOI 3aroTiBAi; ricom
3pOCTa€ pPO3CIAHO, XO0Ya 1 BUPOIIYETHCS
B KyABTYpi y pisHMX perioHax YkpaiHu
(Minarchenko 2005).

© The Author(s) 2017. Published by Novikoff A.V., State Natural History Museum NAS of Ukraine on behalf of Modern
Phytomorphology. This is an open access article under the Creative Commons BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/) freely available on https://phytomorphology.org/ .
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IIMnpoxe BIpOBapXeHHA i BUKOPHCTAHHS
KYABTYpH IlepeA0adac Iepil 3a BCe BHBYEHHS

1i 6i0AOriYHMX OCOOAMBOCTEl B YMOBax
iHTpOAyKLil, oOcobAuBOCTell 1 pocry i
PO3MHOMEHHS.

AocuTb IPOCTUM i €KOHOMIYHO BHTIAHMM
CII0COOOM PO3MHOKEHHS POCAHH € HACIHHEBHIA,
a AKiCTh MOCIBHOTO MaTepiaAy € 3alOpyKOIo
ycmimuoi  iHTpoaykuil. JKuTTespaTHe Ta
SKiCHe HaciHHA € HeBIAEMHOI YMOBOIO
BIATBOPEHHSI POCAMH, PO3IIMPEHHS IXHbOTO
apeaAy Ta MOXXAMBOCTiI BUPOIIyBaHHS B HOBUX
ymoBax icHyBauus (Rakhmetov et al. 2004).
Ilpn aHaai3si apanmTHBHHMX  0COOAHMBOCTEN
IHTPOAYIIEHTIB AOCUTb Ba)XKAUBUM € BUBYEHHS
Oioaorii mpopocTaHHS Ta 0COOAMBOCTeM
36epiraHH5{ HACiHHS, [0 AA€E MOXXAMUBICTD
OLiHUTH  AKICTb  IIOCIBHOTO  MaTepiaaAy,
nepeAGaqHTH MIBUAKICTD 1 APY>XHICTb CXOAIB.
IToxasHMKHM SKOCTI HACIHHS € TaKOX OCHOBOIO
AAS pO3PAXYHKY PalliOHAABHOI HOPMM BHCIBY
kyabTypu (Totskaya et al. 2013; Aghilian

et al. 2014). Taki TOKa3HUKM HaciHHS,
K IIBHAKICTD 1 APYXXHICTb IPOPOCTaHHS
AO3BOASIIOTD ~ pO3paxyBaTH  PalliOHAAbHY

HOPMY BMCiBY KYABTYPH, OLiHHUTH 3AATHICTb
MaiOyTHIX POCAUH KOHKYPYBaTH 3 Oyp siHaMH,
OTPHUMAaTU OAHOPiAHI BUPIBHAHI CXOAM i, K
HAaCAIAOK, AOCATTH BUCOKHUX 1 AKICHMX BpOXKaiB
(Shibko 2011).

Y 3Bs3ky 3 THM, IO BipoMocTi Ipo
0COOAMBOCTI HACIHHOTO PO3MHOXKEHHsI TiCOITy
AIKapCBKOTO Ay>ke OOMeXXeHi, MeTOI0 HAIIUX
AOCAIAKEHD 6on BUBYUTH SKICHI ITOKa3HUKH
HaCiHHEBOIO MaTepiaAy TpbOX HOro COPTiB
3a yMoB iHTpoaykuii Ha JKuromupcpkomy
IToaicci. 3okpeMa, 3aBAQHHAM AOCAIAKEHHS
0yAO BCTaHOBHTH MOPPOMETPHUHI MOKA3HHUKH
epemiB, Macy 1000 mTyk, a TakoXX eHepriio
IMIPOPOCTaHHA 1 CXOXKICTb.

Matepianu i meToam aocnipkeHb

Y AOCAiAXKEHHSX  BUKOPHCTAaHO — IOCiBHMIA
MaTepiaA TPbOX COPTiB: CHHbOKBITKOBOTO COPTY
Mapxis (H. officinalis ‘Markiz’), 6iaoxsiTkoBOTO
copry Boporpait (H. officinalis ‘Vodograj’) i
poskeBoksiTkoBOTO copry ATAanT (H. officinalis

‘Atlant’) ceaexii HamiomaabHOTO 60TaHiYHOTO
capy im. MM. Ipumxa HAH Vkpainu.
IHTpOAYKIMHI ~ AOCAIAKEHHSA  3AIMCHIOBaAM
y  OboramiuHomy capy  JKuTommpcbkoro
HaIliOHAABHOTO arpoeKOAOTiYHOTO
yHiBepcuTeTy. HaciHHs BHciBaaM y ocTaHHIO
A€Kapy KBITHA — IepIIy AeKaay TpaBHA Ha
raubuay 1 oM 3a cxemoro 50 x 30 cm. 36ip
HaCiHHA 3AIFICHIOBAAU Y BEPECHI-KOBTHI.

ITaoan ricomy Aikapcpkoro - 1eHoOOi,
¢opmyroTbcss Yy damedni  KBITKM 3
1IeHOKapIHOTO (CHHKAapIHOTO) ABOYAEHHOIO
riHenem, MmO € XapaKTePHUM AASL POCAUH
poaunn Lamiaceae. Lleno6iit (cenobium) -
ABOIIAOAOAMCTKOBHM CXi30KapIIiH, y KOXHOMY
IIAOAOAHUCTKY SIKOTO QpOPMYEThCSA BepTUKAAbHA
NICEBAOCENTa,  BHACAIAOK  4Oro  Iicas
AO3piBaHHA MAiA PO3MAAAETHCS HE Ha ABa, a
Ha YOTUPH IO3AOBXKHI OAHOHACIHHI CerMeHTH,
axi HasuBawTh epemamu (erem) (Puc. 1 A-B)
(Totskaya et al. 2013; Novikoff & Barabasz-
Krasny 2015; Kotyuk 2015a). Takum uuHOM,
IOCIBHOIO OAMHUIIECIO TiCOIy AIKapChKOTO €

€peMHu.

BuBuenns AKICHUX ITOKA3HUKIB
HaCiHHA 3AICHIOBAAU YIIPOAOBXK
2008-2014 poxiB: AabopaTopHi — Ha
Kadeapi 3araabHOI eKoAorii, IOABOBI -
Ha KOAeKI[iIMHUX AiASHKax 6oTaHIiYHOTO
capay JKutomupchkoro HaIliOHAABHOTO

arpoekoaoriygoro yHiBepcurery. Ilokasuuxu
eHepril IIpOpOCTaHHA Ta CXOXOCTi HacCiHHA
BCTAaHOBAIOBAAM 32  3araAbHOIPHUHHATHMHU
meropukamu  srippo ACTY  7160-2010
(DSTU 7160-2010). Hacizus npopomysaau
Ha 3BOAOXKEHOMY ¢iAbTpyBaAbHOMY marmepi
y vamkax Ilerpi mpu temmeparypi 25°C y
4oTHpa3oBiil moBTopHOCTi mo 100 HaciHuH
y koxHii. Macy 1000 mTyk BH3HA4aAU
3BOXYBaHHAM ABOX mpo6 mo 500 epewmis
(Grytsaenko et al. 2003). Crarucruyny
00pOOKY AQHHX 3AIFICHIOBAAM 3 BUKOPHUCTAHHAM
nporpamu Microsoft Excel 10.

Makpo- i Mikpomopdoaorito  epemiB
BUBYAAM 32  AONOMOrOK  MiKPOCKOIIB
MBC-10 Ta Bbioaam-70. 30BHImIHINA BHUrAsA i
YABTPACTPYKTYPY IOBepXHi HaciHHA QikcyBasu
3a ponomororo ¢porokamep DSC-W40 i MCDC
Levenhuk D SOL NG.
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Puc. 1. MopdponoriuHi ocobnusocTi Hyssopus officinalis: A — nnogu; B — okpemi nnogvkn (epemu); B — epemn B
nepepisi; I — nosepxHa epema; A, E — npopocTku.

Fig. 1. Morphological features of Hyssopus officinalis: A — fruits; B — fruitlets (erems); B — erems in cross- and
longitudinal sections; I' —surface of erem; 1, E — seedlings.

Pe3yn bTaTu Ta iX OGFOBOpEHHH KBITHS, IIepioA MAOAOHOIIEHHS PO3IIOYMHABCA Y

TPeTiit AeKaAl BepecHs MepIIoro PoKy KUTTA Ta
IaTpoAyKIIifiHI  AOCAIA’KEHHS IIOKa3aAHW, IO  TPeTill AeKaai cepIHs — Mepuiil AeKaai BepecHs
IIPU TIOCIBi TiCOIy AiKapChKOTO y TpeTiil AeKapl  APYTOro i HaCTyNHUX pokiB XUTT. IIpu womy y
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Ta6n. 1. Maca 1000 epewmis Hyssopus officinalis, T.

Table 1. The mass of 1000 erems of Hyssopus officinalis, g.

CopTt 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 CepepHe
‘Markiz’ 1,17 1,12+ 1,14 = 1,08 = 1,04 = 1,06 = 1,00 = 1,09 =
0,03 0,02 0,25 0,13 0,11 0,11 0,07 0,10
Atlant’ 1,20 + 1,17 + 1,15+ 1,20 £ 1,07 = 1,05+ 1,05 + 1,13 +
0,05 0,14 0,04 0,02 0,06 0,06 0,02 0,06
‘Vodograj’ 1,18 + 1,15+ 1,07 = 1,19+ 1,02 + 1,05+ 1,03 £ 1,10 =
0,06 0,14 0,06 0,01 0,01 0,02 0,02 0,05

copTy Boporpaii 1jeit mepioa CIIOBiABHIOBABCS y
CepeAHbOMY Ha 7 Al0 y TIOpIiBHSIHHI 3 copTaMu
Mapkiz i Ataant. Ilpm pospiBanHI HaciHHA
CaMOCTIMHO BHCHUIIAAOCDH i3 PO3MAAHMX ITAOAIB,
oropHyTHx Tpy64acroro sameukoro (Puc. 1 A),
MOIKUPIOIOYUCh MeXaHOXOpHO. Bxe yepes
14-20 aib6 crmocrepiraau mosiBy cXoaiB, TOOTO,
i3iOAOTiYHUI CIIOKIft AAS HaciHHS OyB He
Ayxe TpuBaamit. CaMoCiB Ticomy AikapchKoro
y 3UMOBHH IIepiop T'MHYB AMIIE 4acTKOBO, IIO
CBIAYMTD IIPO MOXKAMBICTD MIABMMHBOTO ITOCIBY.
Epemu ricomy AikapchbKoro IpoAOBracTo-
00epHEHOSALENIOAIOH],  TPUIpaHHi, MalOTbh
BEeHTPaAbHY I'PaHb Ha OKPYTAill moBepxHi. Mix
AODP3aABHOIO i BEHTPAABHOIO IIOBEPXHEIO epeMa
€ Okpyrae pebpo. BasaspHa wacTuHa epema
OKpYTAa, amikaabHa — 3arocTpeHa. Ilosepxms
IOPCTKA,  TeMHO-6yporo  abo  4opHOro
sabapsaenns (Puc. 1 B-T). TTaoposuit py6umk
ceprernopibHol  GOpMH, CBITAO-KOPUYHEBHIL,
3  biayBaruM  OGOPOLIHHCTHM  HAABOTOM,
po3MimmeHnit y 6a3aAbHil YacTHHI BEHTPaABHOL
HoBepxHi epeMa. Y IeHTpi pybOunKa IIOMITHHI
6ianit rop6oOK i3 TEMHOI0 KpPalKOI B LIEeHTpi
(Puc. 1 B) (Shibko 2011; Kotyuk 2015b).
Ilepuxapmifi epeMa CKAAAAETBCA 3 €K30-,
Me30- i eHpoKapmisf. Exsokapmiit yTBOpeHuit
3MEPTBIAUMH KAITHHAMM, IIIABHUM, IIOPCTKUH,
TeMHO-6yporo a60 YOpHOro 3abapBAEHHSL
MesokapIiil CKAAAAETBCS 13 ABOX-TPHOX IIapiB
TOHKOCTIHHUX KAITUH 3 MDKKAITUHHUKAMH,
€HAOKapIIin - 3 i30AlaMeTpUYHUX
He3pepeB’siHiAuX KaiTuH. COpTOBi BiAMIHHOCTI
y 30BHIIIHIi 6YAOBI i 3a6apBAeHH] epeMiB ricomy
Aikapcpkoro BiacyTHi. Hacinmam ricomy 6es
enpocniepmy (Abidkulova et al. 2009).

BusiBaeHO, 1m0 3i 36iAbIIEHHAM BiKy POCAUH
Maca 1000 epeMmiB HeCyTTEBO 3MEHIIYETbCSI —
y 1,06-1,07 pasis. MiHiMaAbHYy Macy epemiB
YCiX AOCAIA’KEHHX COPTIB BiAMIi4€HO y BpoxKal
cboMoro poky xutTs (2014 p.), MaKCHMaAbHY
— y Bpoxai mepuioro poky sxurts (2008 p.)
(Taba. 1). CyrreBux BigMiHHOCTEH y Maci
epeMiB MiXK COPTaMHU He BUSABAEHO.

Epemu ricomy aikapcbkoro Api6ui (Taba. 2).
IIpy 1pOMy IPOCAIAKOBYETbCA 3HIDKCHHS
pO3MipiB epeMiB i3 30iABIIEHHSM TPHUBAAOCTI
SKUTTSI POCAMH: AOBXHMHHU B 1,1 pasu y copris
Mapxkis Ta Boporpaitis 1,3 pasuy copry ATAaHT;
a TaKOX TOBIJUHU — B 1,4 pasu y copris Mapkis
ta ATAaHT i B 1,6 pasiB y copry Boaorpait
MaxkcumaabHi po3Mmipu epeMiB BipMiueHO Y
Bpoxai 2008 poky, MiHiMaAbHI — MEPEeBaXKHO Y
Bpoxai 2014 poxy (Taba. 2). OueBnaHo, ne
3YMOBACHO CTAapiHHAM POCAMH 1 3HIDKEHHSIM
IX pE3UCTeHTHOCTi AO HECHPHUATAMBHX YMOB
AOBKIAASL.

ITomirHol  pisumni y  GioMeTpuyHHX
IapaMeTpax epeMiB MiXK COPTaMHU He BHABAEHO.
Hai16iapuri MOKa3HUKHM 3a AOBKHMHOIO epeMiB
BUSIBASIE COPT ATAQHT (2,91 + 0,06 Mm), 3a

IIMPUHOI0 1 TOBUIMHOIO — copT Boaorpait
(1,09 £ 0,05 Ta 0,84 + 0,03 MM BiATIOBiAHO).
Heuncaensi AaHi nmpo HaciHHEBe

PO3MHOXEHHS TiCOITy AiKapCBKOTO B yMOBaxX
ITepearipcokoi 3omm Kpumy BucBiTAHO Y
po6orax Shibko (2011) i Kurbatova et al.
(2009). ITpu KyAbTHBYBaHHi CHHbOKBITKOBOTO,
POKEBOKBITKOBOIO i 6iAOKBITKOBOro COpTiB
ricomy aikapcpkoro B Kpumy, cepepans maca
1000 epemiB cxaapasra 1,161 + 0, 2412 1,
AOBXHUHA epeMa craHoBuAa 2,64 + 0,125 mu,

Modern Phytomorphology 11, 2017
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Tabn. 2. biomeTpu4Hi napameTpu epemiB Hyssopus officinalis B ymoBax iHTpoAyKLUii, MM.

Table 2. Biometric parameters of erems of Hyssopus officinalis under introduction, mm.

Copt [Mapavetp 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 CepenHe
‘Markiz’ noBxunHa 2,54 + 2,47 2,23 = 2,18 + 2,18 + 2,24 + 2,22 + 2,30 =
0,09 0,12 0,07 0,07 0,06 0,07 0,09 0,08
wmpuHa 1,08 + 1,03 £ 1,01 = 0,97 + 1,05 + 1,04 + 1,05 1,03 £
0,04 0,05 0,05 0,05 0,04 0,03 0,05 0,04
ToBwmMHa 0,83 + 0,81 = 0,77 = 0,72 = 0,64 = 0,60 = 0,59 = 0,71 =
0,03 0,03 0,05 0,05 0,04 0,05 0,03 0,04
Atlant’ noBxuHa 2,91 + 2,88 2,28 + 2,24 + 2,22 + 2,20 = 2,16 + 2,46 +
0,06 0,05 0,05 0,04 0,05 0,04 0,05 0,05
LUMprHa 1,07 = 1,05 = 1,05 = 1,02 = 1,03 + 1,02 + 0,99 = 1,03 +
0,05 0,04 0,04 0,03 0,05 0,04 0,04 0,04
ToBWMHa 0,78 + 0,77 + 0,74 + 0,68 + 0,57 + 0,54 + 0,54 + 0,66 +
0,04 0,05 0,05 0,05 0,04 0,04 0,03 0,04
‘Vodograj poBxwuHa 2,58 + 2,51 + 2,41 + 2,39 + 2,38 + 2,34 + 2,28 + 2,41 +
0,07 0,10 0,09 0,08 0,11 0,07 0,09 0,09
LUMprHa 1,09 + 1,07 = 1,06 = 1,04 + 1,04 + 1,01 1,01 1,05 +
0,05 0,06 0,06 0,05 0,06 0,05 0,05 0,05
ToBWwWMHa 0,84 + 0,81 = 0,75 = 0,70 = 0,61 = 0,57 = 0,54 + 0,69 =
0,03 0,04 0,05 0,042 0,04 0,03 0,04 0,04

mupuna — 1,14 + 0,112 mm (Shibko 2011).
IIpu Bupomrysanni pocann y Kasaxcrami maca
1000 epemis ricomy AikapChKOTO CKAapaAa
1,10S 1, poBXMHa epeMa cCTaHOBHAA 2,72 MM,
a mupuna — 1,16 mm (Kurbatova et al. 2009).
B ymoBax MockoBcbkoi obaacti maca 1000
epemiB cranosuaa 0,9-1,0 r (Bespalyko et al.
2016). Ha Hamry AymKy, He3Ha4Hy BiAMiHHICTH
y OiOMeTpHYHMX NapaMeTpax AOCAIAKEHOTO
HaCiHHS TiCOITy AIKapChKOTO MOXXHA IOSICHHTH
I‘pyHTOBO-KAiMaTI/I‘IHI/IMI/I 30HHU
IToaiccs Ykpainu.

B moaboBux ymoBax BiaMideHO emireasbHe
(Hap3eMHE) TPOPOCTAHHA HACiHHA —ricomy

yMOBaMH

Aixapcpkoro. IlepmmmM — 3'SBASIBCS — KOpiHB,
TiMOKOTHAD TNpPHU OCHOBI BWUTArYBaBCA M
BUKPHUBASIBCS, a BHpPIiBHIOIOYHCH, BHHOCHUB

CiM'SIAOAL Ha TOBepxHIO IpyHTy. Ilepuxapmiit
OmaB, CIM'SAOAI BIAAIASIAMCH OAHA Bip OAHOI i
PO3IPaBASAUCS.

Y Aab0opaTopHUX yMOBAaxX IIpU TeMIeparypi
25°C HaciHHA Ticormy AiKapChKOTO ITOYHMHAAO
HPOPOCTAaTH yXe Ha Tperio A00y. 3apoAoK
pyitHyBaB 060AOHKY epema (mepuKapmiit),

Modern Phytomorphology 11, 2017

3'SIBASIBCS KOPIHB, a HA YeTBEPTY A0OY — CiM IAOAL
(Puc. 1 A, E).

Bipomo, mo wHacimms H. officinalis mae
BHCOKI  IIOKa3HMKHM  CXOXOCTi  YIPOAOBX
IepIIMX TPHOX POKIB 36epiraHH;1. Ha temmm
IPOPOCTaHHSA HACiHHA, OKpPIM ONTHMAaAbHHX
YMOB HaBKOAHIIHHOTO CepeAOBHIIa,
BIIAMBAIOTh TAKOX CTPYKTypa i ¢isuxo-ximiuni
0COOAMBOCTI 060AOHKH, AKTHBHICTDH pepMeHTiB,
SKi TIpPHU3BOAATD AO BHCHAXEHHs 3aIlacis
HOXUBHHUX PEYOBUH 32 TPUBAAOTO 30epiraHus
(Shibko 2011).

3 MeTOI0 BCTAHOBAEHHSA OIITMMAABHMX
TepMiHiB36epiFaHHSIHaCiHH}II‘iCOHyAiKapCbKOI‘O
y 6epe3Hi 2015 poxy BUB4EHO TOKA3HUKY eHepril
IPOPOCTAaHHS Ta AAOOPATOPHOI  CXOXOCTI
HaciHHs, 3ibpanoro y BepecHi 2008-2014
POKIB, sike 30epiraau Bip 6 Micsuis A0 6,5 pokiB
BiATTIOBiAHO. AOBeAeHO, 1o 3i6paHe B yMOBax
KYABTYPH HACiHHS TiCOIy AiKapCBPKOTO Ma€
BHCOKY KHTTE3AATHICTD. Tak, yepe3 6 Mmicsnis
IiCAS 30MPAHHS yPOXKaI0 AADOPATOPHA CXOXKICTh
HacinHg cTaHoBuAa 97,5% aast H. officinalis
‘Markiz, 97,3% - aas H. officinalis ‘Atlant’ i
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Puc. 2. CxoxicTb HaciHHA Hyssopus officinalis 3ane><Ho Bif TpMBanocTi 36epiraHHsA i CopTy.

Fig. 2. The germination capacity of erems of Hyssopus officinalis depending from storage duration and cultivar.
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Pwuc. 3. EHepria npopocTaHHA HaciHHA Hyssopus officinalis 3ane>KHo Bia TpuBanocTi TepMiHy 36epiraHHaA i copTy.

Fig. 3. The germination rate of erems of Hyssopus officinalis depending from storage duration and cultivar.

98,5% — aast H. officinalis “Vodograj), it icroTHO
He B3HIDKYBAaAACh YIPOAOBXK HOTHPBOX POKIB
30epiranms. AaboparopHa CXOXICTb HACIHHS,
3ibpanoro 2008 poky, cramosuaa 74,8% aas
H. officinalis ‘Markiz, 73,8 % — aast H. officinalis

‘Atlant’ i 75,8 % — aast H. officinalis “Vodograj,
10670 3HM3MAACH ¥ 1,3 pasu (Puc. 2). Enepria
IIPOPOCTAaHHA HACiHHA AOCAIAKYBaHMX COPTiB
YIIPOAOBX 6,5 pOKiB 30epiraHHs 3HIDKYBaAacs
y 1,5 pasis, mpu 4oMy CyTTEBMM 3HIDKEHHSIM
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MOKA3HUKA BIAPI3HAAOCH HACIHHS, siKe 30epiraau
4,5 poxu (Puc. 3). HaitBumy aaboparopHy
CXOXICTb 1 €Hepril0 IPOPOCTaHHSA HACIHHA
BipMideHO B copTy Boaorpaii.

BucHoBKMU

IcroTHNX COpPTOBHX BiAMIHHOCTE!H 30BHIIIHBOI
OyAOBH, 3abapBA€HHS, MacH, O0iOMeTPHYHHX
mapaMeTpiB  epeMiB  TiCOIly  AiKapCBKOro,
BHPOLIEHOT'0 32 YMOB IHTPOAYKIii y 60TaHIIHOMY
caay JKuromupcrpkoro HaI[iOHAABHOTO
arpOeKOAOTIYHOrO YHIBEpCHUTETY He
BuwsiBAeHo. Maca 1000 epemiB H. officinalis
‘Markiz” y cepeanpoMy cranosmaa 1,09 1,
H. officinalis ‘Atlant’ - 1,13 1, a H. officinalis
‘Vodograj’ — 1,10 .

3ibpane B yMOBax IHTPOAYKUil HacCiHHSI
ricomy AIKapCHKOTO XapaKTepPHU3yBaAOCh
BHCOKOI0  JKHTTE3parHicTIO.  AaboparopHa
CXOXICTh HACIHHS AOCAIAXKEHMX COPTIiB Ha
IIOCTHI MiCSIb 30epiraHHs CTaHOBHAA OiAblre
97 % i1 icTOTHO He 3MEHIITyBaAaCs YIPOAOBX 4,5
poxkiB 36epiraHH,q, csraouu B cepeaHbomy 84 %.
B Toit jxe yac, eHepris mMpopocTaHHSA HaCiHHS
AOCAiAKEHHX COPTIB yepe3 6,5 pokiB 3bepiranms
Y CepeAHbOMY 3MEHIIyBaAach Ha 27 %.
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